clues to the meaning(s) of the potmarks.
Early analyses were often closely intertwined with inquiries into Cypro-Minoan, the still-undeciphered script(s) of Bronze Age Cyprus, with varying results. More recently and especially since the middle of the twentieth century, scholars have paid increasing attention to the non-epigraphical aspects of potmarks, focusing on details such as their findspots, the types and functions of the pots being marked, and regional variations in the methods of marking. The study of potmarks as archaeological data and the traditional focus on potmarks as signs of writing can provide complementary perspectives on
Cypriot Bronze Age culture.
The Catalyst: Potmarks and "Cypro-Minoan"
In 1896, the British Museum sponsored one of the earliest scientific explorations of the archaeology of Cyprus. The highly selective final report twice mentions the marks incised or painted on Mycenaean pottery (Murray, Smith, and Walters 1900:9, 27 ). This early attention to potmarks can be attributed to interest in the history of writing on Cyprus, sparked by discoveries both on and off the island in the decades just before and after the turn of the twentieth century. A bilingual inscription unearthed at Dhali in 1869 provided the key to the decipherment of the already-recognized indigenous Cypriot Iron Age script. Hints of a Bronze Age predecessor surfaced sporadically, most convincingly in the form of short inscriptions that the British expedition of 1896 found cut into five small clay balls discovered at Enkomi and Hala Sultan Tekke (E. Masson 1971:11-13, nos. 1-5) .
The abbreviated format of those inscriptions, in which it seemed that single signs could stand as meaningful elements, encouraged the recognition of isolated marks on other Bronze
Age objects as evidence of writing: the single signs incorporated into the decorative schema of two cylinder seals and a gold ring, and the individual marks scratched onto the handles or painted on the bases of vases. The contexts and dates of the balls, seals, and ring were uncertain, and so it was on the basis of the This Mycenaean piriform jar with a single incised mark on each of the two handles (see also the drawing above) was found in a tomb at Hala 1916:16-20 A secondary criterion is the frequency with which a sign occurs.
The more it was used, the greater the probability that it was in general currency (Daniel 1941:253 Minoan, and that they thus prove Cypriot involvement in the production of RLWm vases (Eriksson 1993:145, 147 ). However, she does not cite any specific examples to support her claim, nor are such examples self-evident in the corpus of pot-marks she presents (Eriksson 1993:146) . Most of the marks are very simple, and the author acknowledges that they could be identified with his preliminary report of the discovery of Mycenaean pottery with painted marks in tombs V and VI at Minet el-Beidha, Ugarit's port, now in modern Syria (Schaeffer 1933 While he still believed that most of the marks were Cypro Minoan, he did not exclude the possibility that some might be otherwise (Schaeffer 1936 (Schaeffer -1937 . Stubbings was too honest a scholar to ignore certain details that might lessen the force of his arguments. He admitted uncertainty about whether the painted marks were made before firing and concluded that "this cannot be regarded as proven" (Stubbings 1951:45) . He also qualified the identification of the painted marks as Cypro-Minoan: "The fact is that knowledge of the Cypro-Minoan script is still too vague for us to state definitely what signs do belong to it" (Stubbings 1951:51) . Like so many preceding studies, the before-or-after firing problem comes to the forefront. In this case, examination with a handheld magnifying lens reveals that the cutting blade or edge has bumped around grits held fast in hardened clay (whereas it would have dragged them through soft clay). I interpret these features as indicators that the mark had been cut into fired clay (Hirschfeld 1999:33-39) .5 But it is impossible to determine on the basis of visual examination alone.6 An objective way to make this determination needs to be found. Whether a mark was incised before or after firing is a significant factor in any evaluation of the mark's function (s),
and it can make a tremendous impact in reconstructing the circumstances of the vase's production and/or exchange.
If one laid out all extant multi-sign Cypro-Minoan inscriptions on a standard office desk, they would fill perhaps half of it. 4. Schaeffer (1933:101-4) . Schaeffer also noted the existence of vases marked with incised signs but he judged these as made after firing and therefore not relevant to the question of production centers (Schaeffer 1933 :104 no.l).
5. Contra Palaima, Betancourt, and Myer (1984 
